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In addition, the European Telecommuni-

cations Standards Institute (ETSI) recently
adopted a single third generation wireless
standard, Wideband CDMA (W–CDMA), and
has submitted this one standard to the Inter-
national Telecommunications Union (ITU) for
approval. This is an inappropriate role for Eu-
rope’s regulators: picking winners by adminis-
trative fiat. That is the role of the marketplace.

These regulations will harm the United
States in numerous ways. American jobs will
be lost, American-developed telecommuni-
cations products and services will quickly be-
come obsolete, and billions of dollars of Amer-
ican investment that built telecommunications
networks will be kept out of Europe’s vast
marketplace. It should be noted that no such
arbitrary rules prevent European developed
technologies from competing for customers in
the American market. Further, the EU’s ac-
tions in this regard run directly counter to the
laudable trade liberalization goals contained in
the Transatlantic Economic Partnership
(TEP)—a recently announced initiative be-
tween the EU and the United States.

In response to a recent inquiry made by Mr.
MATSUI regarding this issue, U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative Charlene Barshefsky stated that
the administration would actively monitor the
EU’s commitment to transparent and non-
trade distorting standards, including the pos-
sible use of the World Trade Organization dis-
pute settlement procedures.

Congressman MATSUI and I are concerned
that the same problem may emerge in Japan.
Japan is also considering a new wireless tele-
communications standard and could adopt an
identical exclusionary standard as Europe,
which could have the same effect in
disadvantaging U.S. suppliers.

Such actions by Japan and Europe threaten
to disrupt the fair and objective evaluation of
telecommunications standards currently under-
way at the International Telecommunications
Union (ITU). If countries prematurely adopt
standards and make them mandatory before
the ITU has fully evaluated different proposals
and had a chance to encourage harmoni-
zation, then a valuable opportunity to ensure
fairness and consideration of global needs will
have been lost.

In the Americas, we have tried to build a
consensus on how to approach the develop-
ment of wireless standards through the Inter-
American Telecommunication Commission
(CITEL). On September 18, a CITEL resolu-
tion was adopted to guide member states par-
ticipating in the ITU standards process. The
guidelines were designed to ensure that the
standards selection process does not ad-
versely affect users and suppliers of existing
wireless networks based on U.S. technology,
which must incorporate a new standard to pro-
vide advanced services. The United States
strongly endorsed these principles and on
September 30, formally asked Japan to adopt
similar principles as it considers its new wire-
less standards.

As the representatives of the Ways and
Means Trade Subcommittee, Mr. MATSUI and
I urge our colleagues to insist that the tele-
communication markets in Europe and Japan
open themselves to American innovation, in
the same manner that American markets are
open to foreign competition.

We anticipate that this issue will be an im-
portant one for the 106th Congress. The Con-
gress, together with Office of the United

States Trade Representative, will vigorously
monitor this important trade issue, ensuring
that the worldwide market in this rapidly
emerging technology is open for American-de-
veloped technologies and standards.
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Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, Virginians were
saddened to learn of the recent death of the
Honorable D. French Slaughter, Jr. Our col-
leagues may recall that he represented the 7th
District of Virginia, areas of which are now
part of the 10th District, which I represent.

We don’t have many heroes today, sadly,
but French Slaughter was a true American
hero. He fought in World War II, was wounded
and decorated. When his country needed him,
he went.

He was also a true Virginia gentleman. He
served in the General Assembly for 20 years.
He was the father of the community college
system in Virginia. Mr. Slaughter and I worked
together in Congress to help save a number of
historic Civil War battlefields. We also worked
together to help the Virginia Inland Port in
Front Royal, Virginia.

Mr. Slaughter was a dedicated public serv-
ant. I was proud to call him my friend and to
serve in Congress with him. We send our
deepest sympathies to his family.

I would submit for the RECORD the obituary
notice from the October 4, Washington Post.

D.F. SLAUGHTER DIES AT AGE 73;
CONGRESSMAN FROM VIRGINIA

(By Martin Weil)
Daniel French Slaughter Jr., who was

elected to Congress four times as a Repub-
lican from Virginia’s 7th District, which in-
cludes parts of the Washington suburbs, died
Oct. 2 in a nursing home in Charlottesville.
The 73-year-old lawyer, a Culpeper resident,
had Alzheimer’s disease.

Mr. Slaughter was elected to Congress in
1984 and announced in 1991 that he was re-
signing after a series of mild strokes.

The district he represented stretched from
Manassas southeast to Fredericksburg and
west to Charlottesville. While in Congress,
Mr. Slaughter was known for providing resi-
dents of his district with a high level of con-
stituent service.

During one of his congressional campaigns,
a Democrat criticized Mr. Slaughter for
maintaining a low profile on Capitol Hill.
‘‘He does what he gets paid for,’’ a state Re-
publican official said in his defense, ’’and
that’s why people like him.’’

In 1991, after his retirement was an-
nounced, another state party official praised
his integrity and said that he ‘‘epitomizes
what is a real Virginia gentleman.’’

While in Congress, Mr. Slaughter was
viewed as one of the last Virginia officials
who had sprung from the rural, conservative
political machine founded by the late sen-
ator Harry F. Byrd (D).

While serving in the General Assembly
from 1958 to 1978, Mr. Slaughter supported
‘‘massive resistance,’’ a policy under which
many Virginia localities shut down the pub-
lic schools rather than integrate them.

Mr. Slaughter said later that he could not
think of specific votes that he would change

if he had the chance. He added that he be-
lieved ‘‘in equal opportunities for everyone.’’

Mr. Slaughter, who generally used his first
initial and was known as French, was born in
Culpeper. He attended Virginia Military In-
stitute before serving in the Army infantry
in World War II, and receiving the Purple
Heart.

After the war, he graduated from the Uni-
versity of Virginia and its law school and
practiced law in Culpeper.

While in the General Assembly, he was re-
garded as a key proponent of the state’s
community college system.

In Congress, he served on the Judiciary,
Small Business, and Science, Space and
Technology committees. He emphasized
issues of significance to the elderly, particu-
larly health care. A Health Care Safety Ac-
count bill he introduced would have allowed
tax credits for people older than 65 who set
up special savings accounts to pay health
care expenses.

In 1990, he boycotted a speech given to a
joint congressional session by Nelson
Mandela, now South Africa’s president. He
said he believed that Mandela refused to rule
out violence in the struggle against apart-
heid.

Survivors include a son, D. French Slaugh-
ter III, of Charlottesville; a daughter, Kath-
leen Slaughter Smith, of Gilbert, Ariz.; a
brother, Johnson Slaughter, of Houston; and
nine grandchildren.
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Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to a very unique, special
person—Kay Schulze of Bryan-College Sta-
tion, Texas.

It’s been said that a person has not lived a
perfect day unless you have done something
for someone who will never be able to repay
you. By that measure, Kay has enjoyed many
a perfect day.

Originally a native of Ohio, where much of
her family still resides, Kay worked hard to put
her young husband through school. In a home
rich with love and faith, Kay raised four chil-
dren of whom she is unabashedly proud. She
didn’t just teach, but practiced daily her strong
belief that human dignity, economic freedom
and individual responsibility are the character-
istics that distinguish our nation.

As her children entered their teenage years,
Kay saw an opportunity to increase her citizen
duty-to-country and began volunteering in
local Ohio elections for public office. It was an
obligation she learned early in life through her
uncle who served with distinction in the State
Legislature of Ohio. In 1980 she proudly at-
tended her first GOP national convention.

Four years later Texas received the gift of
her enthusiasm and work ethic when her fam-
ily moved to College Station, Texas. Kay wast-
ed little time in continuing her civic duty and
sharing her wonderful leadership skills, serving
as president of the Republican Women of
Brazos County no less than three terms. Time
and time again she happily shouldered the
time-consuming task of coordinating local get-
out-the-vote phone banks and encouraged
young and old alike to become more involved
in shaping the direction of our democracy. In-
evitably, by unanimous acclamation, in 1990
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Kay was honored as the Brazos County Vol-
unteer-of-the-Year by the Republican Party of
Brazos County. Somehow, through it all, she
always makes time to be a good friend, wife,
mother and confidant to those in need of com-
mon-sense advice.

Many citizens who serve in public office in
Brazos County, the Texas Legislature and in
the halls of the United States Congress owe a
great debt to the tireless efforts of Kay
Schulze. I am delighted to admit that I would
not now be serving my first term in the U.S.
House of Representatives representing the
Eighth Congressional District of Texas had
Kay Schulze not believed in me. For the past
two years she had also served on my Texas
A & M University Agricultural Intern Selection
Committee, interviewing and recommending
bright young students who she believes can
contribute to serving the constituents of our
district.

Kay Schulze is a phenomenal person with a
wonderful intellect, an unshakable faith and a
very, very good heart. I am proud and blessed
to call her my friend.

Recently, I am sad to report, Kay rejoined
her family in Ohio as she continues her coura-
geous battle against cancer. But there is no
spot on this Earth distant enough to reach be-
yond the love, thoughts and prayers of her
dedicated friends in Texas.

America is a better place today because of
Kay Schulze.
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Mr. PAUL. Global leaders are scurrying
around to put together, as quickly as possible,
a new plan to solve the international financial
crisis.

The world economies have been built on
generous credit expansion with each country
inflating their currencies at different rates. Ad-
ditionally, each country has had different politi-
cal, tax, and regulatory policies leading to var-
ious degrees of trust and stability. Economies
that have ‘‘enjoyed’’ inflationary booms, by
their very nature, must undergo a market cor-
rection. The market demands deflation of all
excesses, while the politicians and special in-
terests agitate for continued credit inflation.
Under these circumstances, financial assets
may deflate in price but monetary inflation
continues and the currency is further depre-
ciated thus putting serious pressure on the
dollar; as in the case of the United States.

Fluctuating fiat currencies, no matter how in-
efficient as compared to a world commodity
monetary standard, function solely because
exchange rates are allowed to fluctuate and
currency movements across borders are freely
permitted as capital seeks the most efficient
market. This process provides an indication
when host countries need to improve mone-
tary and fiscal policy.

A gold standard solves capital flow prob-
lems automatically and avoids all currency
speculation. Gold prevents excesses from de-
veloping to any dangerous level.

Decades ago, the gold standard was aban-
doned and now our global planners want to
take another step to regulate all capital flows

throughout the world thus removing the only
good indicator left to warn of dangers ahead
and the need for sound reform. The rapid
transfer of capital around the world is the mes-
senger and not the cause. Killing the mes-
senger will only hide and increase distortions
while prolonging the economic pain.

The proposal of the Group of 22 to regulate
capital flows through a new ‘‘World Central
Bank’’ prevents any effort to restore efficient
market mechanisms and prevents any serious
discussion for using gold as the money of
choice.

All money managers in major countries
decry currency controls by any individual
country yet are now about to embark on a
new world-wide approach to regulating all cap-
ital flows—a global economic plan to socialize
all world credit. But, it won’t work because the
plan is deeply and inherently flawed.

First, the plan demands additional appro-
priations to transfer wealth from the richer to
the poorer nations through increased funding
of the International Monetary Fund, World
Bank, Development Bank, and direct foreign
aid programs.

Second, it calls for more credit expansion by
the richer nations, more loan guarantees, and
export-import bank credits and, indirectly, by
providing credit to the Exchange Stabilization
Fund and possibly to the Bank International
Settlements.

Third this plan calls for an international gov-
ernment agreement to strictly control capital
flows and mandate debt forgiveness in con-
trast to allowing countries to default. Control-
ling swift movements of capital is impossible
and any attempt only encourages world gov-
ernment through planning by a world fiat mon-
etary system. Any temporary ‘‘benefit’’ can
only be achieved through an authoritarian ap-
proach to managing the world economy, all
done with the pretense of preserving financial
stability at the expense of national sovereignty
and personal liberty.

Let there be no doubt, the current chaos is
being used to promote a new world fiat mone-
tary system while giving political powers to its
managers.

Instead, we should be talking about aban-
doning the paper money system we have lived
with for 27 years. It has, after all, brought us
the current world-wide financial mess.

Free markets and stable money should be
our goal, not further institutionalizing of world
economic planning and fiat money at the sac-
rifice of personal liberty. Indeed, we need a
serious discussion of the current crisis but so
far no one should be encouraged by the direc-
tion in which the Group of 22 is going. Our re-
sponsibility here in the Congress is to protect
the dollar, not to sit idly by as it’s being delib-
erately devalued.
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Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to call to the
attention of the Honorable Members of the

House, and the American people, the recently
ratified Convention Against Torture and Other
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment. This is one of the five basic
human rights treaties the United States has
ratified.

I am following the lead of Congressman
RONALD V. DELLUMS, who read into the
RECORD important sections of the International
Convenant on Civil and Political Rights. It is
important that its provisions become part of
our thinking and that we carry out our treaty
commitments as we build enforcement of
human rights law throughout this country at
the federal, state and local levels. Our work
against torture and other illegal practices in
this country will strengthen work against tor-
ture in other countries.

This Convention Against Torture entered
into force for the United States on October
21st, 1994 with no fanfare or coverage by the
media. By ratifying this Convention, the United
States made it part of the supreme law of the
land under the U.S. Constitution, Article VI,
paragraph 2. And the U.S. Government com-
mitted itself to take three steps:

1. To publicize the text throughout the na-
tion, including notifying the states to publicize
the text at the state and local levels;

2. To prepare a report on ‘‘the measures
they have taken to give effect to their under-
takings’’ under the treaty within one year after
its entry into force, and every four years there-
after;

3. To meet with the UN Committee Against
Torture after filing each report in order to work
toward compliance with all provisions of the
Convention in all federal agencies and at the
state and local levels.

The treaty describes at length what the
United States and all signatory nations must
do to stop torture. Article 16 commits each na-
tion to take the same steps to stop cruel, inhu-
man or degrading treatment or punishment. In
order to stop both kinds of practices, the
United States made a commitment in Article
10 to ‘‘ensure that education and information
regarding the prohibition against torture [and
other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
punishment] are fully included in the training of
law enforcement personnel, . . .’’, as I will
read in full later.

I am happy to report to the House, and to
the American people, that experience with UN
human rights treaties is that the reporting
process works. Studies show that 32 out of 36
countries have improved their human rights
laws after going through the reporting process
more than once. The method of enforcement
is familiar to many of us: it is the mobilization
of shame. The Committee hears from a gov-
ernment, dialogues with officials of that gov-
ernment, makes its report, which it discusses
with that government, and then can report its
findings to the UN General Assembly.

However, the United States has not yet filed
its first report, due Oct. 21, 1995. The second
U.S. report will be due Oct. 21, 1999. Each re-
port by the UN Committee Against Torture
must mention that the U.S. has not met its
treaty obligations to date.

I now offer several pages of excerpts from
the Convention. All deletions are marked
with. . . . The full treaty is available in Inter-
national Legal Materials, Volume 23, page
1027 and Volume 24 at p. 535 (1985). Con-
vention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhu-
man or Degrading Treatment or Punishment
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